Dear Jim, 5/31/74 

In ;ho cyursQ of seakjuag ijoaiethine aloe I found the Hoover letter to 

RankiJi of vliicli a aazf is attacbed, 

I bivB a very clear Beoollootion of lie.vlne taken this to Washiiigton for use in 
addi^jsaisii? t>ie investi/jatori'^fS.les exemption aiul regard it as tto sios^ uneciidvocal 
possible statement fws the 'itorld^a gi^test expert tliat there: ia no posaibilj.ty of 
ev«i dreaajmg: that thersi was or oven could Imve beat the recuisita law-enforceaent 
purpose, 

fe'k-it can bt! done about the past 1 don t know. Whether it can be given to IJic 
Supreme Court as evllanco new to counsel i^also don’t kriow. 

But I tliink it oaii and should bo ur^ed to built a hc-ad of steam for Cessel to 
let off. 

knd, ploaao r&senbor, tl:is was in DJ files and tijcy did not toiow I ted it bec.:.uss 
Bud didn t um it, I an sure they asetowl ho would have used it if he hod it. 

let HO remind you that the >'!ate of Hocjver's letter is tlie date the ^vort ate 
-isnt to pi'ess. 2hus it ia in a way the dter tiio Connissiioa' s actual life ended, 

liow if Hoover droaaed there was the ronoteat possibility ctf iaw-enforceaent 
purpoao he viould feot liava ted hia iusptictor take tlia quoation up with iSaniiin the nay 
before and he vfould not have onded thia latter beggring Rankin to lot hiti know tl'is 
jn^fflueniisaacasc ’'ap,.ropriata authority" for iuiy work after the end of the Coadesdou’s 
life, teeteh lioyVGr and tiie departosnt of tiilch he was piurfc were tte "ap. ropriato autterity" 
for iffiirtlduig witli iaw-ojiforoeueiit ./arp^ose, 

U teve tte copy I got fron the Archives, ‘his is a 3^* copy ^ ^sede ox it. If you 
want to use this, as I would tepo you would, ana want to maks copies from cry original, 
say the -aord, 

Hubapixiiy, 



